
GENESYS
HEALTH FOUNDATION

March 3, 2008

Monica Desai, Chief Media Bureau
Federal Communications Conunission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

One Genesys Parkway
Grand Blanc, MI 48439-8066
Phone: (810) 606-6387
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Federal Commurllcations CommiSSion
Office of tile Secretary

Re: In the Matter of Broadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Ms. Desai:

It has been brought to my attention that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proposal is intended to
"ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local
communities." Genesys Health Foundation views WJRT as the best possible example of
providing support to our community in so many ways that additional federal regulation
would be unnecessary.

The ongoing support ofWJRT is very important to Genesys Health Foundation's success
in Genesys Health System's mission to improve the health of our community. For many
years, WJRT has donated on··air time through in-kind promotions and off-air time
through staff membership on committees, attending meetings and working the events.

Genesys Health Foundation lmd WJRT have had a long-standing partnership in
improving the health of our community. In my view, WJRT has proven its strong
commitment to serving the needs of our community.

Regards,

~~~fi'-~
Nicholas T. Evans, System Vice President & CDO
Genesys Health Foundation
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Re: In the Matter ofBroadcast Localism ( MB Docket No 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

We are writing today with great interest in regard to the FCC recently issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemakingon broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is
intended to "ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local
Communities." We wanted to be one of the first to tell you that, in our view and in the
view of Partners In Education, a not for profit educational advocacy organization in
Toledo, Ohio, we strongly support WTVG and their outreach and the service it provides
this community.

In addition to working with Partners In Education as a key sponsor to our organization,
we could not survive without the critical support that WTVG provides.

Partners In Education has worked with WTVG on a number ofpublic service
announcements that have significantly raised local awareness of the issues on which this
organization works so hard. WTVG has produced and aired several stories as part of
their coverage oflocal and community new and events that have raised the profile on the
issues of education, mentoring, and community advocacy.

Some of the issues that WTVG have covered include:

• Principal and Teacher For a Day opportunities
• Faculty In the Workplace
• Principal & Business Mentoring Programs
• Odyssey High School Program
• One-on- One Tutoring opportunities

608 Madison' Suite 1303 • Toledo, OhiO 43604
Phone 41n4UI22 • Fax: 419-24U239

www.partnerstoledo.org I



All of these programs impact positively the community involvement in the area public
schools, while informing and educating the viewing audience on impact results with each
program.

It is due to the first hand experiences, and our long term relationship with WTVG, that
we feel that this community is well-served by WTVG. We see no further need for new
national regulations that would create additional oversight.

Sincerely,

edJA~
Mark Rasmus
President

cc: Michelle Casey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai
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Eileen M. Kerner
Executive Director
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American
Red Cross
Blood Services
Western Lake Erie Region

Headquarters
2'2.75 Collingwood Blvd.
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(419) 321-1742
1-800-272-7257
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Donor Center
3510 Executive Parkway
Toledo, Ohio 43606
(419) 535-0707
1-800-828-1975
(419) 539-9382

Chairman Kevin Martin
Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12'" Street, SW.
Washington DC 20554

Re: /n the Matter of Broadcast Loca/ism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:
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Federal COll1ll1ynioatlon; COmmillliloo
Office of 1110 Secretary

It has recently come to our attention that the FCC issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on broadcast
localism. Our understanding is this proceeding is intended to ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the
needs of their local communities. We wanted to inform you that WTVG has supported the American Red Cross Western
Lake Erie Blood Services Region, in the following ways.

The American Red Cross Blood Services Western Lake Erie Region (WLER) has worked with WTVG for the past
12 years for the 13abc All-American Blood Drive. WTVG has provided the WLER with a number of public service
announ:ements for the blood drive that have significantly raised local awareness of the constant need for blood. The
WLER serves patients in 23 local hospitals in an 11 county region.

WTVG also has produced and aired several stories as part of their coverage of local and community news and
events. These stories have raised the profile on the importance of donating blood and the patients in hospitals that are
impacted from volunteer blood donors.

Moreover, the on-air time devoted to the American Red Cross has helped raise community awareness of our
issues and our organization. WTVG's role - including both on-air and off-air time - has been and is critical to our blood
collection efforts and to getting our message out to the community-at-Iarge.

Sincerely,

~fJt'1U
Annie Marckel
Senior Communications Specialist

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai

02/0SAPI \6

Participating Chapters: Ohio: Fostoria, Fulton County, Greater Toledo Area (Lucas, Wood and Ottawa Counties), Hancock County, Henry County,
Putnam County, Sandusky County, Seneca County and Wyandot County; Michigan: Monroe County
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Chairman Kevin Martin
Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

Re: In the Matter ofBroadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Greater Chicago Chapter
Northwestern Ohio Region
P.O. Box 140512
Toledo. OH 43614
Phone (419)290-3145
Fax (419)389-1190

FILED/ACCEPTED

APR 1 1 2008
Federal Communications CommlSSl1lIl

Office ot the Secretary

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

I noted with great interest that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is intended to "ensure that
broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local communities." I wanted to be
one of the first to tell you that, in my view and in the view of my organization, WTVG already
serves our community in any number of ways that makes any additional federal regulation
unnecessary.

We have worked with WTVG for the last 14 years as our Jingle Bell Run Media Sponsor.
They air public service announcements that have significantly raised local awareness of the
issues on which my organization works so hard. WTVG also has produced and aired several
stories about local people whose lives are affected by arthritis. These stories are always heartfelt
and help us spread the word in ways we simply couldn't do without such media support. With
our budget, we do not have the funds to pay for the services the WTVG provides and our entire
board is supportive and appreciative of the work WTVG does for our foundation.

Jingle Bell Run is our largest annual fundraiser and without their coverage of our local
events we would not be able to raise the much needed monies that support our programs. I know
that WTVG has raised the profile on the issues on which my organization works. After any of
the interviews they have done on our behalf, we receive anywhere from a 30 - 50% increase in
website hits and phone calls.

I want to assure you that WTVG's role - including both on-air and off-air time - is
critical both to our fundraising efforts and to getting our message out to the community-at-large.

arthritis.org
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'7 Take Control. We Can Help:"

Greater Chicago Chapter
Northwestern Ohio Re9ion
P.O. Box 140512
Toledo, OH 43614
Phone (419)290-3145
Fax (419)389-1190

It is because of my first-hand experience with such a long-standing partnership that I am
curious as to why the FCC deems it necessary to issue additional regulations. In my view, our
community already is well-served by WTVG and no national regulation could create the kind of
great local partnership that we aln:ady enjoy.

Sincerely,

Cherie Chatreau-Grifo
Executive Director

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai

arthritis.org



Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 1 1 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed ~ tFeenil.lij;jEilR
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. -MAl OOM

Any new FCC rules, policies olr procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Reiigious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, Is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced whst programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants 'by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewai proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

G£::1!I
Signature

toaUf () fA) 0 Lf-
Name

Organization (if any)

Date

(JrJ 6 $I' /-/,f-s-r4.(
Address



Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiou$y objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific edilorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants 'by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face I<mg, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandalas. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a rengious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced wha't programswould intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of app"cants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of ProposedA~ng (the
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of J
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things aswho produced what programs would Intrude on
constitutionally-protected edttorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond 10 their beliefs could face long, expensive and polentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcaslers, by substantially raising cosls in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary 10 the
public interest.

We urge Ihe FCC nollo adoplrules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

APR 1 1 2008
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the

"NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message de\\very
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to fOTCe reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pooRe interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1999, 2000, and
2001 Anrlie E.

Casey Leadership
Award.

Big Brothers Big Sisters
of Northwestern Ohio

February 7, 2008

Chainnan Kl~vin Martin
Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell
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FILED/ACCEPTED

APR 1 1 Z008
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

Main Office
One Stranahan Square

Suite 252
Toledo, OH 43604

419-243-4600
1-888-393-2767

Fax 419-243-2402
bbbsnwo@juno.com

Fulton County Office
602 S. Shoop Ave

PO Box 187
Wauseon, OH 43567

419-337-9208
Fax 419-337-9287

bbbsfulton@wcnet.com

Williams County Office
228 S Main St.

Bryan, OH 43506
419-636-1092

Fax 419-636· 1070
bbbswilliam\@roadrurmer.com

Wood County Office
1616 E Wooster 5t.

Bowlin9 Green, OH 43402
419-354-2113

Fax 419-352-9679
bbbsnwo@wcnet.org

Ottawa County Office
1854 E. Perry St

Port Clinton, OH 43452
419"734-1959

FilX 419-734-4841
bbbsnwo@wcnet.org

Little
Moments.
Big Magic.

Community Partner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12'11 Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

Re: In thl? Matter ofBroadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and
McDowell:

I noted with great interest that the FCC recently issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking on broadcast localism. From what I understand,
this proceeding is intended to "ensure that broadcasters are appropriately
addressing the needs of their local communities." I wanted to be one of
the first to tell you that, in my view and in the view of my organization,
WTVG already serves our community in any number of ways that makes
any additional federal regulation unnecessary.

To put it simply, my organization, Big Brothers and Big Sisters, could not
survive without the critical support that WTVG provides. Our Local
fundraising activities provide a significant portion of our annual operating
budget and are essential to sustaining the agency and efforts to fulfill our
mission. Big Brothers Big Sisters mission is to help children reach their
potential through professional supported, one-to-one relationships.
WTVG's support ofand participation in our fundraising events is a critical
component to our success, both past and future. Moreover, the on-air time
devoted to our fundraising events has helped raise community awareness
of the issue that children need positive role models. I want to assure you
that WTVG's role - including both on-air and off-air time - is critical both
to our fundraising efforts and to getting our message out to the
community-at-large. I have been the CEO of Big Brothers and Big Sisters
for 12 years.. During my tenure here, each and every time we have asked
WTVG for their help and support for one of our events, they have never
hesitated to assist us.

No. of Copies rec'd__fl__.
list ABCDE
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It is because of my first-hand experience with such a long-standing
partnership 1hat I am curious as to why the FCC deems it necessary to
issue additional regulations. In my view, our community already is well­
served by WTVG and no national regulation could create the kind of great
local partnership that we already enjoy.

Barbie Harri
Chief Executive Officer

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai
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Chainnan Kevin Martin
Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12'h Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

Re: In the Matter ofBroadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

March of Dimes Foundation

Northwest Ohio Division
3450 West Central Avenue, Suite 352
Toledo, OH 43606
Telephone: (419) 534-3600
Fax: (419) 534·3604

marchofdimes.com/ohio

FILED/ACCEPTED
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Federal CommunicatIons CommislIC)fl

Office 01 the Secretary

Dear Chairman Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

I noted with great interest that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on
broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is intended to "ensure that broadcasters are
appropriately addressing the needs of their local communities." I wanted to be one of the first to tell you
that, in my view and in the view of my organization, WTVG already serves our community in any number
of ways that makes any additional federal regulation unnecessary.

W,~ have worked with WTVG on a number of public service announcements that have
significantly raised local awareness to help spread our message of improving the health of babies by
prevellling.birth defects, premature birth and infant mortality, the issues on which my organization works
so hard. WTVG ~lso.ha.s produced and aired several stories as part of their coverage of local and
co~unity Ijews ~4events that have raised the profile on March for Babies (formerly known as
WalkAmerica) and the Sillnature Chds Auction. For the past several years, WTVG has been our media
sponsor for both March for Babies and Signature Chefs. Anchor Susan Ross Wells and WTVG, have not
only produced our public service announcements, but they have provided live coverage on event day and
post-event coverage.

It is because of my first-hand experience with such a long-standing partnership that I am curious
as to why the FCC deems it necessary to issue additional regulations. In my view, our community already
is well-served by WTVG and no national regulation could create the kind of great local partnership that we
already enjoy.

~
SinCerelY'1J

Jodi L. Heisler
Executive Director, March of Dimes
Northwest Ohio Division

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai

march§ofdimes'
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Chainnan Kevin Martin
Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Deborah Tate
Commissioner Robert McDowell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington DC 20554

5902 Soulhwvck Blvd. 0 Sle. 100 0 Toledo, Ohio 43614
(419) 866-3611 0 Fax (419) 866-3613

\i)ww,communtiyprevention.org
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Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

Re: In the Matter ofBroadcast Localism (MB Docket No. 04-233)
Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Dear Chainnan Martin and Commissioners Copps, Adelstein, Tate, and McDowell:

It has come to my attention that the FCC recently issued a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking on broadcast localism. From what I understand, this proceeding is intended
to "ensure that broadcasters are appropriately addressing the needs of their local
communities." I wanted to tell you that, in my view and in the view of my organization,
WTVG currently serves our community in a number of ways that benefit our community.

We have worked with WTVG on any number of public service announcements
that have significantly raised local awareness of the issues on which my organization
works so hard. Their contribulions to assist in promoting our Youth "Walk of Fame" ­
an awards ceremony which recogmzes youth III grades K through 12 lor their outstanding
works in the areas of service to others, personal courage, social enterprise and sharing
talents - has been beneficial to both us as an organization as well as the community.
WTVG has placed a banner ad on their website, offered to promote the Walk of Fame on
air, and volunteered a member of their staff to be on the review committee for
nominations as well as an on-air personality to be the Master of Ceremonies for our
Awards Banquet. WTVG was also the presenting media sponsor for our lOth
Anniversary Gala in October of 2006. In calendar year 2007, we received more than
900,000 media hits from WTVG alone, more than the other three TV stations combined
during thai time period.



WTVG also has produced and aired several stories as part of their coverage of
local and community news and events that have raised the profile on the issues on which
my organization works. These stories include covering press conferences relating to
community issues such as youth substance abuse rates, state and local policy advocacy
and acknowledging awards that Lucas County Community Prevention Partnership has
received from various national agencies.

In the non-profit world, we are very familiar with the benefits of reporting our
outcomes by community. Th(~ intent of additional regulations is to encourage and foster
better relationships between all of the media outlets and their respective communities.
However, if further regulations become an undue stress on our community partners, the
regulations can be viewed as a benchmark, and encourage the minimum required by law
instead of true collaboration.

We are extremely grateful for all of the hard work and assistance we receive from
WTVG every year and hope that looking into further regulations are a means of fostering
even more beneficial relationships between the media and the community in which they
serve.
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Chief Executive Officer
Lucas County CommunityPrevention Partnership

Cc: Michelle Carey
Rick Chessen
Rudy Brioche
Amy Blankenship
Cristina Pauze
Monica Desai
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religiou:; broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, in<:luding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particulariy a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public aCI:ess requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The FiT& Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force r,svelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, espe<:ially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowin,g is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest..

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED &INSPECTEDComments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakin9
MEl Docket No. ll4-233

I submit the folloWing commentE, in response to the Localism Notice of Propos d RLllrlIJ?Jilinli (11,z008
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Fjrst Amendment 'iliiGa~~OOM
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if en<lcted, would do EO - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious bmadcasters who resist advice from those who don't sllare tlleir
values could face increased harassmeJ]t complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoint5$lO shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) Tile FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air tim.... Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so _. even il a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objed~o the message. The Firol Amendment forbids imposition 01 messagl' delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force repoTting on such thin!!s as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. .

(4) Tha FCC must not establish" two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would ba
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of ceTtain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences ana present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face 10n,l, expensive and potenUaJly ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by 'substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whanever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

,
We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, proclldures or policies. discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 1 1 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prop ~ilikirjg (lll.~OM

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in IVIB Docket No. 04-233. ....r_v_v_·-_'V...;;..'A.:.:<'.::.:."Ll'1...:..=..U::.::.:..J

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force mdio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particulariy a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message.. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants Ily the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the follOWing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in 1\118 Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment right ~~j)bi~~~­
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force r"dio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, induding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public aee.,ss requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message.. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious pfl:lgramming, is not property dictated by any govemment agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restJicting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, In IVIB Docket No. 04-233.

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 1 1 Z008

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force mdlo stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn eVElry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message.. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, pmcedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos ~1t!AOOM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, mLlst present.

(2) The FCC must not turn ev,~ry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public acc<~ss requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the rnessagll. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of cemin classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcastelrs operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curta;led service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to dopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prop
"NPRM"), reieased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

RECENED &INSPECTED

APR 1 1 2008

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from Ihose who don't share Iheir
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allOWing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, induding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn eVE'ry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message,. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally·protected editorial choic.es.

(4) The FCC must no! establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to furlher
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 1 1 2008

~~fb/71!lt~OOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could lace increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC myst not turn eVE'ry radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message•. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yel, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
111I13 Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 1 1 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propo "Feen1P~iQQ (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. -MAILROOM

Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals qiscussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wOlild Impose sllch
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The Firsll'\mendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making inforrllation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such thinus as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed 'mandatory special renewal
review at certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners·themselves would amount to coercion of
religiolls broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lono. expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is oflen a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a slali",n is on the air and, (b) by further reslricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public lnterest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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